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Not acknowledged until recently, however, is the phenomenon of antiCanadianism. Its often virulent re-emergence among some elements of America's political and chattering classes since the attacks of September 11, 2001, requires examination. This article attempts just that, situating the recent re-emergence of anti-Canadianism in its socio-political and historical contexts. The paper begins with an examination of the concept of "anti-Canadianism."
What is Anti-Canadianism?
The term "anti-Canadianism" defies easy definition. According to Webster's Dictionary, the prefix "anti" refers to "one who is opposed to some course, measure, policy, or party." Common sense, however, tells us "anti-Canadianism" goes beyond mere opposition to involve active hostility, but active hostility to what? And, under what circumstances does it arise?
Some help in answering these questions is provided by looking to antiCanadianism's counterpart, anti-Americanism. Most analysts of antiAmericanism agree it is 1) old, even dating to America's founding; 3 2) geographically and socially widespread; 4 3) amorphous, hence difficult to define; 5 4) grounded in opposition to the notion or idea of America itself, including its culture, values, and institutions; 6 and 5) generally set off by proximate causes (e.g., the decision of President George W. Bush to invade Iraq in 2003) (Hollander 1992 , Crockatt 2003 , Gibson 2004 , Ross and Ross 2004 , Sweig 2006 , Kohut and Stokes 2006 .
On other points, however, there is disagreement. Hollander (1992, 334-35) and Gibson (2004) define (and therefore explain) antiAmericanism as largely irrational, resulting from envy and weakness. By contrast, Crockatt (2003) , Ross and Ross (2004) , and Sweig (2006) 218
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eschew definitions of irrationality, instead grounding (but not justifying) anti-Americanism in historical relations and specific policy decisions and actions. Likewise, while Hollander (1992 Hollander ( ,2004 and Gibson (2004) suggest anti-Americanism does not differentiate between the American state and its people, and Kohut and Stokes (2006) suggest a more recent fusion of the two, Crockatt (2003) and Sweig (2006) contend anti-Americanism is not directed at the American people per se. Finally, in an important consideration, Crockatt (2003, 46) notes the uses of the label "anti-American as a political weapon to discredit an opponent."
These efforts at defining anti-Americanism provide some clues to how we might conceptualize anti-Canadianism. Like its counterpart, antiCanadianism is amorphous in its expression and often uninformed (perhaps even irrational). Similarly, anti-Canadianism often fails to differentiate between the government of Canada and the people and is set off by immediate and specific catalysts-most recently Canada's refusal to be part of the American-led invasion of Iraq in 2003. And, finally, as this article shows, it has a long pedigree.
Yet, the two phenomena also display clear differences. Most particularly, while anti-Americanism is a worldwide phenomenon, antiCanadianism is confined to the United States and some segments within Canada itself. Since both these mutual "anti's" exist on each side and across the same border, it seems reasonable therefore to investigate antiCanadianism in the specific context of the historical, ideological-discursive, and political relationships between the two countries. This article begins with a recitation of recent examples of anti-Canadianism in the United States. The Wall Street Journal's editorial was followed three weeks later by a New York Times article, headlined "Canada May be a Close Neighbour, but it Proudly Keeps Its Distance." The article went on to note that, "with the possible exception of France, no traditional ally has been more consistently at odds with the United States than has Canada" (story in the 
Carlson added:
First of all, anybody with any ambition at all, or intelligence, has left Canada and is now living in New York. Second, anybody who sides with Canada internationally in a debate between the U.S. and Canada, say, Belgium, is somebody whose opinion we shouldn't care about in the first place. Third, Canada is a sweet country. It is like your retarded cousin you see at Thanksgiving and sort of pat him on the head. You know, he's nice, but you don't take him seriously. That's Canada. Insulting and verbally attacking the United States has become such a national sport among liberal Canadian politicians that one conservative member of parliament said they displayed "a consistent attitude of anti-Americanism." ...
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The ambassador's point raises a larger question: Can Canada really be considered a "friend" anymore? ... [I]t pains me to ask the question. That said, what other question can be asked when the Canadian government not only willingly allows Islamic terrorists into their country, but does nothing to stop them from entering our nation.
While anti-Canadianism in the United States remains a marginal and evanescent phenomenon, spurred by several immediate issues (in particular, Canada's refusal to join the U.S. in its invasion of Iraq in 2003) (see Gibson 2004) , there is sufficient evidence of its existence to make it worthy of study. At the very least, terming Canadian society "limpid" and "flaccid," disparaging a large number of Canadians because they are of French origin, depicting Canada as pro-terrorist and Canadians as "stalkers," and suggesting they are envious, uppity, retarded failures is clearly beyond the pale and connotes a deep vein of anti-Canadianism. This rest of this article attempts an archeology of the roots of this phenomenon, beginning with a time before either country even existed.
The French Connection
Many will remember the "Freedom Fries" nonsense that seized parts of the United States during the Second Iraq War. When France, along with Germany, blocked American efforts at the United Nations to go to war in Iraq, the United States experienced one of those moments when "the other" was turned into a subject of vilification and abuse. French fries were marketed by some fast food restaurants as "Freedom Fries," suggesting America-unlike "the French"-were standing up for freedom.
11 Talk shows were suddenly filled with callers repeating the old canard that "the French" were a bunch of cowards who-again frequently restated-had been saved in two world wars by beefy and brave American soldiers.
12
Television commentators and late-night comics joined in this racist and historically inaccurate falsehood. Some conservative pundits and Republican politicians in the United States robustly adopted from a much earlier 1995 Simpson's cartoon show the phrase "cheese-eating surrender monkeys" to insult the French people.
13
The cultural history of this racist depiction of the French goes back to the two "Great Wars" of the 20 th century and has, I would interject here, a strong following in English-speaking Canada as well, feeding off (in part) the Conscription Crises that beset Canada during both wars. But American hatred of "the French" also draws from a deeper, historical well; a time before there even was a United States.
During the more than a hundred years before Britain defeated France in the Seven Years War (a.k.a., in North America, the French and Indian
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Wars), there had developed between New France and the American colonists a profound and deep dislike. There were numerous wars and smaller skirmishes before France's final defeat. As in all conflicts, there were many causes. Certainly, one cause was a power struggle between two great mercantilist states. It was also an economic conflict in the sense of a growing battle between modes of economic development (fur trading vs. agriculture), in much the same way that the American Civil War would, in part, become a battle between industrial and plantation economies. Finally, however, the conflict between the English colonists and the French colonists was also cultural, based both on linguistic and-to a degree we do not always appreciate today-religious differences.
One measure of the importance of this cultural divide is to note that the American Revolution began shortly after the Quebec Act of 1774 came into effect (Dufour 1990, 42-43) . Though the Act, which restored the previous borders of New France, and which the American colonists also saw as re-imposing "the Papacy," did not launch the revolt, it was a significant provocation; a last straw, as it were.
The people of New France viewed the New England colonists as uncultured and barbaric. Out-manned and out-gunned, they also feared them; the Bostonians were known to be almost fanatical in their hatred of Catholicism. For their part, the New England colonists had no reason to fear "the French," but did hate them with a passion surpassed only by their dislike of the Indian "savages." This cultural conflict continued after the American Revolution, transposed onto interstate relations between France and the United States (over France's continued involvement in the "Americas"), and lasted until after the American Civil War. Yet, to be accurate, this mutual antagonism has not always dominated. More importantly-as Ann Coulter's quote "Because they're French" shows-this French-American rift also explains some of the deeper roots of anti-Canadianism in the United States. Culturally and politically, Canada is very much the heir to New France. Twenty-five percent of Canada's population is French-speaking, the vast majority of Quebec's francophones being, in fact, direct descendants of the original settlers of New France (see Dufour 1990 ). And it is this French element within Canada that contributes to it being a North American-but not an American-country; indeed, in many ways a European country (Resnick 2005) in its values, sensibilities, and general view of the world.
It is perhaps also worth noting the relationship between Canada and the United States in recent decades has been particularly difficult during the tenure of "Quebec" prime ministers (Pierre Trudeau and Jean Chrétien). This coincidence should not be overstated: both were Liberal prime ministers governing during periods of aggressive Republican presidents. Nonetheless, the historical and cultural background is not entirely incidental. Many in the American administration and media, for example, noted the decision to not join in the Second Iraq War was made by Prime Minister Chrétien and that, while the decision had wide support throughout Canada, it was a decision particularly popular with the people of Quebec.
But anti-Canadianism in the United States is not solely a product of old French-American tensions. It also is the result of English-speaking Canada's misidentification in the minds of many Americans. In the early days after 9/11, many Americans found support coming from much of the world, including France (again, Le Monde) and-of course-Canada. Many people will remember Newfoundland's assistance to stranded travelers, the going to New York of Canadian paramedics and firefighters to help out, and the memorial to the dead held on Parliament Hill shortly after the attacks.
What is worth noting, however, is that while many Americans viewed with pleasant surprise the support received from other countries, that received from Canada was not so similarly viewed. Indeed, it was taken for granted. And perhaps this is how it should be between "friends." But I think this lack of surprise-this taken for granted-ness-also points us in the direction of something deeper in the way many Americans view Canada and Canadians.
The fact is, for many Americans, Canada is merely a northern extension of the United States. American "disappointment" is the result of a failure to see Canada as distinct. Whenever Canada actually "appears," the result is that at least some Americans are perplexed. 15 And the Reagan administration sent letters warning Canada of retaliatory action if it pursued its National Energy Policy (see Martin 1983 , Clarkson 1985 . Paul Cellucci's regular hectoring of Canada during his time as ambassador to Canada was in keeping with this pattern.
The point is, American disappointment and anger arises whenever Canada and Canadians do something unexpected. Whether trade with Communist China and Cuba in the 1960s, or more recently in refusing to join the "coalition of the willing" in invading Iraq, the American reaction to Canada taking a different road is always expressed in terms of a betrayal. And the only way this can be understood is that Canada is not sufficiently viewed as distinct from the United States; in other words, the assumption too often made by people south of the border is that Canadians are "just like us."
16 As recent studies show, this is an increasingly dangerous assumption, one that contains the potential for future American-Canadian misunderstandings and a deepening of antiCanadianism among Americans.
A Question of Values
Recent years have seen heated debate regarding whether or not Canadian and American values are converging or diverging. In the oldest version of these debates, Lipset (1968 Lipset ( ,1990 argued the early histories of both countries had established political traditions and institutions that, while similar, marked out Canada and the United States as having fundamentally different value orientations. More recent research has suggested some tantalizing variations on this question of values. Nevitte (1996) , for exam-Explaining the Deep Roots of a Shallow Phenomenon pie, suggests that Canadians and Americans are both converging and diverging. Adams (2003) suggests Canadians and Americans are diverging, but that also the two countries have switched positions: Canadians are now the liberal individualists while Americans are the conservative conformists (mixed with a growing tinge of nihilism). Meanwhile, Grabb and Curtis (2005) argue that there are emerging four distinct cultural communities in North America led by a liberal Quebec and a conservative American south that are "pulling" the rest of their respective countries in their directions. In effect, there is a growing divide not merely between North America's "extremes"-Quebec and the southern states-but also between "the rest of Canada" and "the rest of the United States."
It is easy to make too much of some differences, and Grabb and Curtis note that some of the differences they measured were small. At the level of individual Canadians and Americans, similarities often outweigh differences. Nonetheless, the opus of recent survey data suggests some broad national differences. Religion, for example, plays a far greater role in the lives of Americans than it does in the lives of Canadians (Pew Research Center 2002) . Americans, in general, are more traditional on moral matters, being less supportive of homosexuality and the right of women to abortion. They are also more supportive of traditional family roles; i.e., that fathers should head households (Pew Research Center 2004 , Adams 2003 . And Americans, contra Lipset (1968 Lipset ( , 1990 , tend increasingly to be more conformist and deferent to authority than Canadians (Nevitte 1996, Grabb and Curtis 2005) . Taken as a whole, the evidence supports Adams' (2003) claims that Canadians are today more "liberal" and "individualistic" than Americans; or, as Mickelthwait and Wooldridge (2004) argue, that America has undergone a recent transition from a liberal to a conservative nation.
In short, some of the rise of anti-Canadianism may reflect growing value differences between the two countries that have made Canada increasingly stand out in the American mind. But, I also think something else is going on that perhaps transcends national borders: an ideological battle in which anti-Canadianism is a political weapon of choice used today by right-wing elements on both sides of the border for slightly different purposes. 
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such, it is best understood in the context of what political purposes it serves. It serves slightly different purposes depending on whether a party or an ideological perspective is "in" or "out" of power. In the United States, neo-conservatives today employ the rhetoric of anti-Canadianism as a means of "insulating" Americans against "left-wing" policies, such as multiculturalism or Medicare.
18 By contrast, American Democrats on policy issues sometimes point positively to Canada.
In Canada, meanwhile, the governing Conservative party and its rightwing supporters (e.g., the National Post, the Fraser Institute, the Canadian Taxpayers Federation) occasionally employ anti-Canadian rhetoric partly out of frustration, but also necessarily in order to drive Canada towards an alternative (generally American) policy model. By contrast, Canada's right is generally reluctant to criticize American policy, that is, to appear "anti-American" because it does not want to denigrate its chosen model. For its part, the Canadian left uses anti-Americanism as a means of "inoculating" Canadians against adopting right-wing policies while also using the anti-Canadianism label as a means of dismissing their rightwing opponents. In effect, both anti-Canadianism and anti-Americanism transcend national borders to instead constitute opposing positions along ideological borders.
Conclusion
The degree of anti-Canadianism in the United States should not be exaggerated. At the level of ordinary citizens, many of whom display considerable sophistication in differentiating between citizens and the actions or policies of their governments, Canadians and Americans generally get along very well. This paper does not attempt to make of a relatively small and perhaps transient phenomenon more than what it is.
At the same time, creeping anti-Canadianism should also not be entirely ignored. Some of the major media that espouse anti-Canadianism in the United States do have constituencies and do inform public opinion. Likewise, some of the right-wing media's political counterparts do aspire to positions of power that, if attained, could harm Canadian interests. But it is also important to recognize the degree to which anti-Canadianism (no less than anti-Americanism) is fed by internecine political battles fought on both sides of the border. Finally, for Canadians as a whole, and policy makers in particular, it is important to understand some of the deep roots of anti-Canadianism; to recognize that these roots are durable enough to ensure the phenomenon's occasional re-emergence, irrespective of the generally good will that flows between the two countries.
